The authors describe the transformation of the perception practices of the avantgarde architectural object in the urban space. In the article, the avant-garde object is represented not only as an architectural or artistic phenomenon, but also as a social phenomenon forming a city identity. The purpose of the article is to identify and describe the specific character of the transformation of the avant-garde architecture object symbolic content understood as an element of urban identity. The object of analysis in the article is the Scientific Research Institute (SRI) of Maternity and Infancy, which is viewed both as a monument of the constructivist architecture and as an institution whose functioning cannot be adequately understood without the regard to a unique architectural project designed specifically for it. The historical analysis shows that the SRI of Maternity and Infancy is transformed from an avant-garde object associated with the industrialization of public life, into a significant monument of the past, which is due to the internal logic of the development of a modern city. In addition to the analysis of scientific literature and secondary sources, the methodology of the study includes data collection through interviews with the staff of the Scientific Research Institute of Maternity and Infancy.
Introduction
The architectural heritage of Soviet constructivism has found itself today at the intersection of different research approaches: historical and architectural analysis, the analysis of problems and strategies for the development of the post-Soviet city; the study of everything Sovietin the context of a utopian project; the correlation of the heritage of Soviet constructivism with the world trends of the avant-garde architecture appropriation.
There are different approaches to the study and interpretation of the constructivist heritage. It can be studiedwithin the framework of art history (Cohen 1992 ; [3] ), in the logic of style changes in architecture (Cohen 1981 ; [16, 22, 23, 30, 31] ; Uymin, Shelushinin 1974 ), transformations and continuity in the evolution of architectural style (Khazanova 1980 (Khazanova , 1984 . We can talk about constructivism within the framework of the general social shift in the early twentieth century ( [6] , Lubbe 2016; [12, 17, 18] ) and in this case avant-garde architecture is considered as one of the elements of this shift.
All these issues are currently the subject of scientific discussions.
The architectural avant-garde acts as a marker of a bygone era, it requires its comprehension through the new contextualization and by inscribing it into the new discursive fields and practices. For the conclusions to be more explicit, it is necessary to take into account both the social context of its emergence and the nature of the social tasks to be solved, as well as the needs of the present day. Being a product of a bygone era, the architectural avant-garde remains the part of a vibrant dynamic urban environment, subordinated to its special rhythms and pragmatics (of human life, of the city development, of the cultural heritage preservation).
In the work "On the Advantage and Disadvantage of History for Life" Friedrich Nietzsche divided historical science into three types: antique (collecting attractions of the past), monumental (oriented to the great deeds of the past) and critical (liberating from the dogmas of the past). The choice between them is the choice of registers for dealing with the past, as well as the way to design one's own identity [15] . The past is understood as a set of mythological schemes, patterns and injuries or as a resource for life? Therefore, working with the historical past is the choice of a specific way of dealing with it, actualizing its specific contents, forming a new context for its comprehension.
Mythologized or traumatic past often acts as a limitation of the present (and as a set of political, manipulative techniques in describing the past). It can also act as a resource for the present, when by reconfiguring the historical narrative (Paul Ricoeur), opportunities for productive dialogue with historical experience have been opening up.
In the view of this dialogical work with the past, we will consider a monument of avant-garde architecture as a phenomenon of urban identity. We understand urban identity as the existing system of citizens' ideas about the identity of the place where they live, the meanings that determine its uniqueness and a set of basic stories and narratives significant for them. Offering the analysis of avant-garde architecture in the modern context, we focus on the specificity of the city and modern urban civilization phenomenon. They have formed a special type of aperson with new forms of corporeality and social ties. This practice of urban life is analyzed in the Soviet and post-Soviet contexts, which is due to the time of the emergence of avant-garde architecture and its status problematization in our days.
Thus, we will consider the architectural avant-garde as a monument and the phenomenon of city life, in the dynamics of social relations and interaction with the past.
We also abandon the purely aesthetic view on the avant-garde and set ourselves the task of inscribing it into the social context and revealing the mediating links between the architectural object and social experience at the content level.
There are three research strategies for describing an architectural object. With regard to the SRI of Maternity and Infancy, they will be:
1. The SRI of Maternity and Infancy as a phenomenon of avant-garde architecture.
2. The SRI of Maternity and Infancy as a phenomenon of constructivism in terms of the social content of discussions about constructivism.
3. The SRI of Maternity and Infancy as a phenomenon of urban history.
All of them are equal in rights as different types of "language games" (L. Wittgenstein). But they do not coincide with respect to their heuristic possibilities and pragmatic goals, this being due to a different understanding of the phenomenon of avantgarde and avant-garde architecture and the difference in approaches to working with the present and the past. The problem of "how we should talk about constructivism and avant-garde", in fact, raises the question of who says it, what is being said and why (These questions refer to various discussions about the nature of the avant-garde and the content of such terms as avant-garde, constructivism and modernism. In particular, these problems were dealt with at the International Interdisciplinary Conference Modernity Junctures: Avant-garde as a Cultural and Anthropological Project (April, 27-29, 2017, Ekaterinburg, Russia) in Ural Federal University).
We are motivated by the need to clarify the specifics of the avant-garde phenomenon as a historical experience, to describe constructivism as a concrete phenomenon of the past, occupying a very short segment on a historical scale, from 1920 to early 1930s. Thanks to this, we are moving away from the problem of the avantgarde description plurality, the questions of its definition and the identification of its stylistic features [19] . broken elongated form of the building, the ribbon glazing of the entrances, the bay windows, the round windows at the entrances to the offices, the network of corridors, the large assembly hall (conference room), the large operating room with panoramic glazing -all this creates a unique architectural appearance of the building and allows it to be stylistically attributed to Constructivism.
Constructivism can be perceived as a special architectural style or as a way of organizing life [19, 23, 30, 31] . According to style features, constructivism is close to the architecture of functionalism or to the architecture of the Bauhaus school. If we con- Bolshevik projects, the plan for a Large Sverdlovsk was implemented just partially, but it created a specific image of modern Ekaterinburg / Sverdlovsk [33] .
As the phenomenon of constructivism, the SRI of Maternity and Infancy is the embodiment of the industrialization strategy in the design of the medical space. The functional division of the services of obstetrics, treatment, training of students of the medical institute and research activities, laid down at the project level, allowed for effective control over each operation and procedure due to its constructive solutions.
The system of corridors with glass inner partitions in the neonatal department can be a vivid illustration of this. These glazed corridors ensured the uninterrupted care of newborns with a minimum staffing. In this regard, we can talk about the connection of the social content of the urban object with the architectural form that sets the regimes for control and interaction and creates hierarchy. The building and the ways of organizing life in it assume the existence of an authority that looks through all its segments and technologically subordinates the daily life of patients and personnel.
As a constructivist object, the SRI of Maternity and Infancy is included in various guides and books about Sverdlovsk constructivism (Ekaterinburg. Architectural guide 2015; [23, 30, 31] ).
The SRI of Maternity and Infancy as a Phenomenon of Urban History
The city (as a polis) with its mobility and diversity resists the traditional archaic society, in which the existing social ties and relations are inherent. The city implies the individualization of a person, as well as the formation of abstract rules, along with the dynamism of relations and the mobility of literal and social boundaries. The growth of the city generates diversity and increases a degree of freedom of its inhabitants ("cities are, first of all, centers for the greatest development of labor division") [21] .
A citizen is a person born in civilization, and this birth is not just an event within the family, clan and village. It involves the interaction of technologies, rules and regulations, medical structures, legal frameworks and power and ideological languages and implies the relationship of parents, doctors, officials, economic, political and architectural environment.
The fact of the emergence of a maternity hospital as a medical and social institution is itself a phenomenon of "civilization" and the result of achieving a certain level of the urban community development. In traditional society, a woman gave birth at home and was in the care of the family, and medical assistance was provided by visiting doctors and midwives. The first prototypes of maternity hospitals were establishedin Ancient Rome for female slaves. In the New Time, maternity homesappear in the 18th century.
England saw the first maternity hospital in 1739. In Russia, the first maternity hospital (for "secret birth" of women giving birth outside of marriage) was opened in 1764 in Moscow (Chistovich 1870). As a common practice of the Russian city life, the maternity hospitals appeared in the second half of the 19th century with the development of the zemstvo' institute (Zemstvo -elected body of local self-government in the Russian Empire).
The urban maternity hospital embodies the sophistication of city life and some autonomization of the medical sphere, which goes beyond the limits of family relations. As a social institution, the hospital is located at the intersection of the interactions of the parturient woman, the family, the society, the city and the state, and must have a place: firstly, the place in social sense, that is, the position occupied in the hierarchical and semantic field, and secondly, the place in its literal sense, located in a certain building, that is, be included in the urban space. The combination of these "places" sets the dynamics of the existence of the maternity home in the context of the dynamics of the city development.
The SRI of Maternity and Infancy starts its history from the first hospital in Ekaterinburg, which was founded in 1877 on the initiative of the enthusiastic physicians Such principles of management and control, the tactic to form an "obedient", disciplined body subordinated to the order (Foucault 1998 (Foucault , 1999 , reduced the incidence of disease and were the part of the technology for the formation of a new person in the industrial world. Functionality, control and accounting, the disjunction of the obstetrical process into autonomous segments are embodied both in the structure of the building and in the practices of organization of intrahospital life. The constructivist complex still keeps in itself an "imprinted" history, both architectural and social.
The SRI of Maternity and Infancy in Urban Topography
The SRI of Maternity and Infancy is located on a specific territory in the city. It is not only a form of "organization and control" of the process of childbearing, it is also a way of both functional and symbolic organization of urban space. The history of this relationship has passed through several periods [2] .
Until the mid-1950s, the SRI of Maternity and Infancy, along with the scientific and educational functions that distinguished it from a number of other similar institutions in the region, was the maternity home of the Upper-Iset (at that date -Molotov) district of Sverdlovsk (to be precise -all the most complicated medical cases were dealt with at this maternity hospital, therefore according to statistics of that time the greatest mortality, both for women and children, was also in the SRI of The flag above the dug-out served as a location mark for the doctor, but it can also be understood as a symbol of the social structure, hierarchy and relations between different social segments. This is also a sign of a gap between the advanced (at that time) building of the institute and the realities of life of those to whom it served: the building of the institute itself and the technologies of obstetrics and nursing developed in it belonged to the future, while the way of life in dugouts belonged to the past.
To date, not only the Upper-Iset district dugouts have been demolished, but the SRI of Maternity and Infancy itself has become a sign of the past, primarily because of the nature of the living conditions for patients (obsolete infrastructure that doesn't meet modern medical standards, toilets in the corridor and other manifestations of "communal" "socialized" way of life), but for tourists, local people and the staff it has become a significant symbolic object of urban history. The avant-garde object remains a part of city life and simultaneously turns into a memorable sign of the past, i.e. into a polysemantic monument.
Transformation of Status and Transformation of "Territory"
In the early fifties of the last century a new period began in the history of SRI of Maternity and Infancy, connected with the arrival of the director Rufina Aleksandrovna Malysheva . Thanks to her leadership, the institute strengthened its position, rectified the accumulated organizational problems and, most importantly, increased its status. Since 1955, it has ceased to be a district maternity hospital and has become a scientific and methodological center supervising the work on obstetrics in the Urals and the Siberian region. As a scientific and methodological center, it began to specialize in nursing preterm infants, taking advanced positions in this area of medicine.
By the end of the 1960s and the beginning of the 1970s, a special ethos of professional responsibility and elitism was finally formed among the staff of the Institute.
This feeling was broadcast and supported by the atmosphere of the "place", including So, by the end of the Soviet period of history, the SRI of Maternity and Infancy was still an elite medical center in the avant-garde building. The architectural features of the building allows us to effectively combine medical, scientific and pedagogical activities, however, the constructivist building itself "is not visible" in the public field of the city. After decades of its existence as an effective "health factory" it does not have a specific visible meaning. In interviews with staff members, symbolic meaning exists as a background, it is not grasped by consciousness. The "invisibility" of the avant-garde building for the SRI of Maternity and Infancy staff is directly related to the lack of understanding of the significance of the constructivist objects among the citizens and the city authorities. 
The SRI of Maternity and Infancy as an Architectural Monument
The In the 1970-80's, the question of constructivism in the Urals is being discussed in the narrow circles of art historians and architects. The first books and guides to local constructivism appear, including the building of the SRI of Maternity and Infancy into the list of objects [27] [28] [29] . By the 2000s the topic of constructivism has become familiar to the artistic and academic sphere of the city. The publications on constructivist objects of urban history in general, and the building of the SRI of Maternity and Infancy in particular, focus, first of all, on the artistic value of objects (1 and 2 types of discourse on the avant-garde architecture).
Then the question about the building as a cultural monument arises [30, 31] The SRI of Maternity and Infancy, thus, "participates" in the construction of the city identity, integrating social experience into its symbolic field as a synthetic and vivid embodiment of past, whose marker in the urban environment is a peculiar architectural form, in fact, the building itself.
The Avant-garde Building in a Post-industrial Context
By the beginning of the 21st century, the SRI of Maternity and Infancy, located in the building embodying an industrial way of treating a person, found itself in a postindustrial social context. In accordance with the new requirements, the Institute switched to modern standards for the care of newborns (the "Mother and Child" system, which involves a return to a joint stay of a mother and a newborn) and a family-oriented approach, suggesting the possibility of the future father's participation in the process of a child birth. All this demonstrates the movement from the industrial "mechanistic"
world of the early 1930s to "medicine with human face". Thus, the history and contemporary activities of the SRI of Maternity and Infancy can be interpreted as a vivid and convincing, symbolically significant example of the frontier inherent in the very essence of urban culture in its desire to constantly push the existing boundaries, and combines the history of architecture, medicine, education, science and urban identity.
Conclusion
The analysis of the avant-garde monument of architecture as a single particular phenomenon of the beginning of the twentieth century in a certain social context allows one to speak about and "work" with the subject of history, with its past and its actual forms. In this case, the analysis of the genetic connection of the architectural object with the place (symbolic, topographical and social) that it occupies in city life becomes meaningful and symbolically loaded. 
